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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
DON RICHARD MINNOCH, ] 
Plainti ff/Appe1lant, ; 
vs . 
SHERYL M. MINNOCH, ] 
Defendant/Respondent. ] 
Case No. 900005-CA 
Priority No. 14b 
BRIEF OF APPELLANT 
STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
Jurisdiction to hear this appeal is c o n f e r r e d upon this 
Court by Section 7 8 - 2 a - 3 ( 2 ) ( h ) , Utah Code Annotated, as amended, 
which gives the Utah Court of Appeals a p p e l l a t e j u r i s d i c t i o n over 
appeals from district courts, involving divorce, property division, 
and support. 
STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 
1. Did the trial court err in not a d o p t i n g the entire 
-1 -
R e c o m m e n d e d P r e - T r i a l O r d e r m a d e by t h e D o m e s t i c R e l a t i o n s 
Commissioner inasmuch as defendant filed no objection within ten days 
of the date the recommendation was made in open court? 
DETERMINATIVE STATUTES AND RULES 
Section 3 0 - 3 - 4 . 4 , Utah Code Annotated, as amended: 
(1) All domestic relations m a t t e r s , 
including orders to show cause, pre-
trial conferences, petitions for 
modification of a divorce decree, 
scheduling conferences, and all 
other applications for relief except 
ex parte m o t i o n s , shall be referred 
to the court commissioner before any 
hearing may be scheduled before the 
district court judge unless otherwise 
ordered. 
(2)(a) The court commissioner shall, 
after hearing any motion or other 
application for relief, recommend 
entry of an order and shall make a 
written recommendation as to each 
matter heard. 
(b) The commissioner's recommendation 
has the effect of an order of the Court 
until it is modified by the court. 
(3)(a) Any party objecting to the 
recommended order shall file a written 
objection to the recommendations and 
serve copies of the objections to the 
commissioner's office and opposing 
counsel . 
(b) Objections shall be filed 
within ten days of the date the 
recommendation was made in open 
court or if taken under advisement, 
-2-
ten days after the date of the 
subsequent written recommendation 
made by the commissioner as provided 
by the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. 
(c) Objections shall be to 
specific recommendations and shall 
set forth reasons for the objections. 
(4) The commissioner shall then 
refer the matter to a district judge 
for review of matters specifically 
objected to by the parties or certified 
by the commissioner. 
(5) If no objection or request for 
review is made within ten days, the 
party is considered to have consented 
to entry of an order in conformance 
with the commissioner's recommendation. 
Rule 6-401, Code of Judicial Administration: 
(1) TYPES OF CASES AND MATTERS. All 
domestic relations matters filed in the 
District Court in counties where Domestic 
Relations Commissioners are appointed and 
serving, including orders to show cause, 
pretrial conferences, petitions to modify 
divorce decrees, scheduling conferences, 
and all other applications for relief, 
except motions for temporary restraining 
orders, shall be referred to the commissioner 
upon filing with the clerk of the court unless 
otherwise ordered by the Presiding Judge of 
the District. 
(2) RELIEF WHICH MAY BE GRANTED. 
(A) The commissioner shall have 
the authority to grant relief as 
set forth in Utah Code Ann. 
Sections 30-3-4.2, 30-3-4.3 
and 30-3-4.4. 
(B) The commissioner shall have 
the authority to sign orders con-
sistent with paragraph (1) above. 
-3-
(C) The commissioner shall have 
the authority to sign orders 
directing state agencies or 
private professionals to conduct 
evaluations and home studies. 
(D) The commissioner may recommend 
entry of default or sanctions 
against a party failing to conform 
with the commissioner's requirement 
of attendance or production of documents 
(E) The commissioner's recommendation 
shall constitute the order of the 
court without hearing unless objec-
tions to the recommendations are 
filed within ten days of the date 
the recommended order was made in 
open court or, if taken under advise-
ment, the date of the subsequent 
written recommendation made by the 
commissioner. Any party objecting 
to such recommended order shall file 
with the clerk a written objection 
to the recommendation, and serve 
copies of the objection on the 
commissioner's office and opposing 
counsel. Objections must be to 
specific recommendations and shall 
set forth detailed reasons for each 
objection. In any event, the recom-
mendation shall be effective until 
such time as the court modifies it. 
(3) JUDICIAL REVIEW. When a matter is 
brought before the court by objection to 
the commissioner's recommendation or 
certificate by the commissioner, the 
court will grant a de novo hearing on 
the record of those issues specifically 
objected to by the parties or certified 
by the commissioner. 
(4) PROHIBITIONS. 
(A) Commissioners shall not make 
final adjudications of domestic 
relations matters order than 
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recommendations concerning custody, child support, alimony, attorney 
fees, and also regarding the award of the family residence and payment 
of the mortgages thereon, which is the subject of this appeal. 
Plaintiff filed a request for trial setting on August 25, 1989 as 
defendant failed to calendar the matter for an uncontested divorce. 
Trial was held on October 26, 1989 before the Honorable Ronald 0. Hyde, 
District Judge. That Judgment and Decree of Divorce was entered on 
December 4, 1989. Plaintiff filed a Notice of Appeal on December 29, 
1989 with the Weber County District Court Clerk. 
3. Disposition at Trial Court. The Decree of Divorce was 
entered on December 4, 1989 awarding defendant the family residence 
with defendant to pay the first mortgage at Prudential Federal Savings 
and the parties to divide equally the second mortgage payment to 
Mountain West Savings until the residence was sold. Defendant was 
also awarded a judgment for $500.00 toward attorney fees. 
4. Statement of Facts. The Domestic Relations Commissioner 
made his recommendations in open Court at the time of the pretrial 
proceedings on June 26, 1989. It was recommended that defendant be 
awarded the family residence, subject to the first and second mortgages 
thereon and subject to a non-interest bearing lien in favor of the 
plaintiff in the sum of $9,734.00. In the event the residence was 
sold or traded and sales expenses incurred, each of the parties be 
required to pay 50% of the expenses. It was further recommended that 
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Defendant's counsel acknowledged that no objection had been 
filed (Tr., at 6 ) , and defendant acknowledged that an objection had not 
been filed contesting any portion of the Recommended Pre-Trial Order 
(Tr. , at 62). 
The trial court ruled that the recommendations of the 
Commissioner would be the order of the court, with the exception of 
those involving the house. The court ordered the house to be sold for 
whatever value it could bring, with the equity to be determined by the 
sales price and not by the appraisal. The extraordinary expenses to 
put the home in a saleable condition were to be divided equally between 
the parties. (Tr., at 70). Defendant was further awarded $500.00 in 
attorney fees. 
SUMMARY OF THE ARGUMENT 
The trial court erred in not accepting in total all of the 
terms and specific recommendations of the Recommended Pre-Trial Order 
since defendant did not file any objection thereto. Section 30-3-4.4, 
Utah Code Annotated, as amended, requires an objection setting forth 
specific reasons for the objection. If no objection is made within ten 
days of the date the recommendations are made in open court, one is 
considered to have consented to entry of an order in conformance with 
the commissioner's recommendations. A recommendation made at a 
pretrial hearing is one which requires an objection since it becomes 
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3 0 - 3 - 4 . 4 ( 5 ) , no objection having been m a d e , defendant is considered to 
h a v e c o n s e n t e d to e n t r y of an o r d e r in c o n f o r m a n c e w i t h t h e 
Commissioner's recommendation. Plaintiff submits the trial court did 
not have authority to change the R e c o m m e n d e d P r e - T r i a l Order as no 
o b j e c t i o n had been filed as required by Section 3 0 - 3 - 4 . 4 ( 5 ) . Having 
heretofore signed the Recommended Pre-Trial Order, the trial court has 
in effect reversed itself. 
Rule 6 - 4 0 1 , of the Utah C o d e of J u d i c i a l A d m i n i s t r a t i o n , 
establishes a p r o c e d u r e for j u d i c i a l r e v i e w of the c o m m i s s i o n e r ' s 
recommendation. No objection was made to any specific recommendation 
made by the Commissioner. The Commissioner made his recommendations on 
all issues, and the same should be considered an order from which no 
objection was filed. Therefore, the matter was not before the trial 
court for judicial review on any issue. 
P l a i n t i f f ' s c o u n s e l is n o t a w a r e of a n y U t a h c a s e 
interpretating Section 3 0 - 3 - 4 . 4 , Utah Code Annotated, as amended, other 
than Davis vs. Davis, 777 P.2d 518 (Utah App. 1 9 8 9 ) . Davis , supra, is 
not directly on point as an objection was filed by plaintiff opposing 
specific recommendations. The issue before the Utah Court of Appeals 
in Davis was limited to whether or not there was sufficient evidence in 
the record to support the specific recommendation of the Commissioner. 
H o w e v e r , the Davis case is of interest in that footnote 2, 
r e f e r r i n g to R u l e 6 - 4 0 1 ( 3 ) of t h e U t a h C o d e o f J u d i c i a l 
Administration, effective October, 1 9 8 8 , s t a t e s the rule r e q u i r e s a 
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I hereby certify that on this J.0 day of April, 1990, I 
mailed four (4) true and correct copies of the above foregoing Brief 
of Appellant, postage prepaid, to Findley P. Gridley, Gridley, Echard 
& W a r d , A t t o r n e y for R e s p o n d e n t , 63 5 - 2 5th Street, P.O. Box 1850, 
Ogden, Utah 84402-1850. 
T W B E R 
Attorney for Plaintiff, 
Appel1 ant 
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ROBERT L. NEELEY #2373 
OF CAMPBELL 4 NEELEY 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
2485 6rant Ave., Suite 
Ogden, Utah 84401 
Telephone: 621-3646 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF WEBER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
DON RICHARD MINNOCH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs . 
SHERYL M. MINNOCH, 
Defendant. 
That Trial in the above-entitled matter was held on the 
26th day of October, 1989, before the Honorable Ronald 0. Hyde, 
District Court Judge, presiding. Plaintiff, Don Richard Minnoch, 
was personally present and represented by his attorney of record, 
R o b e r t L. N e e l e y , and d e f e n d a n t , S h e r y l M; M i n n o c h , was 
personally present and represented by her attorney of record, 
Findley P. Gridley. That no objections were filed to the Pre-
Trial Recommendations but the Court having elected to hear 
defendant's objection; that the parties were duly sworn and 
testified; and the Court having received plaintiff's exhibit 
concerning his income and monthly expenses; and the matter being 
submitted to the Court; and the Court being fully advised in the 
premises, hereby ORDERS, ADJUDGES AND DECREES as follows, to-wit: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. That plaintiff is a resident of Weber County, State 
U?n #: », 
200 
' ' rH •# 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND
 n r p R IQQQ 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW u t u 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
of U t a h , and has been for more than three months immediately 
prior to commencement of this action. 
2. That plaintiff and defendant are wife and husband, 
haying been married on or about the 21st day of November, 1968, 
in Salt Lake County, Salt Lake City, Utah. 
3. That three children have been born as issue of this 
marriage 
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4. That the parties have irreconci1iable differences 
for which the marriage relationship should be terminated. 
5. That the parties are purchasing a home and real 
property situated at 122 W. 5350 S., Washington Terrace, Weber 
County, Utah. 
6. T h a t the p a r t i e s are p o s s e s s e d of household 
furniture, furnishings, fixtures and equipment. 
7. That plaintiff has use and benefit of a 1976 Ford 
Pickup and defendant has use and benefit of a 1985 Buick, subject 
to a 1ien thereon. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
8. That p l a i n t i f f has acquired retirement benefits 
over the life of the p a r t i e s 1 m a r r i a g e at Internal Revenue 
Service. 
9. That p l a i n t i f f has available to him medical and 
health insurance through his place of employment together with 
life insurance. 
10. The parties are indebted to Barnes Bank for two 
obligations, an indebtedness at ZCMI, and R.C. Willeys. 
11. That p l a i n t i f f is employed at Internal Revenue 
Service and earns a gross monthly income salary of $3,756.00. 
1 2 . That d e f e n d a n t is a civil service e m p l o y e e , 
presently employed at Senator Garn's Office, O g d e n , Utah, and 
earns a gross monthly income of $1,125.00 per month. 
13. That there is a first mortgage on the family home 
to Prudential Federal Savings in the sum of $342.00 per month, 
and a second mortgage in favor of MountainWest in the sum of 
$183.00 per month. 
From the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Court now 
makes and enters its 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
1. That each party shall be awarded a D e c r e e of 
D i v o r c e from each other on the grounds of irreconciliable 
differences to become final upon entry. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CY 
2. That defendant may be awarded the care, custody of 
the parties 1 two minor children, Jamie Ryan M i n n o c h , date of 
birth May 17, 1973; and Erika Minnoch, date of birth December 7 f 
1975, subject to plaintiff's reasonable and standard rights of 
visitation as recognized by the above-entitled Court. 
3. Standard visitation to include visitation every 
other weekend from 6:00 p.m. on Friday to 6:00 p.m; on Sunday, 
from 1:00 p.m. Christmas Day and for three consecutive days 
t h e r e a f t e r ending December 28, at 6:00 p.m; alternate holidays 
from 6:00 p.m. the day before the holiday until 8:00 p.m. on the 
h o l i d a y ; plaintiff to have visitation on Father's Day with the 
understanding that defendant shall have the children on Mother's 
Day from 6:00 p.m. the day before the holiday until 6:00 p.m. of 
that h o l i d a y . If a h o l i d a y f a l l s on a w e e k e n d on w h i c h 
visitation would normally be with the other parent, then weekends 
shall be reversed. Thanksgiving holidays shall include Wednesday 
at 6:00 p.m. through Sunday at 6:00 p.m. Summer visitation shall 
include four weeks visitation in the summer; said visitation 
shall be divided into two 2 week segments. These segments shall 
be set by the parties by May 1 of each year and if the parties 
are unable to establish said segments, the Court will establish 
the same. 
4. That plaintiff shall pay to defendant the sum of 
$313.50 per month per child for a total child support obligation 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
of $627.00 per month as and for support and maintenance of the 
parties* minor children until said children reach age 18 years or 
graduates from high school, whichever occurs later. 
5. Upon the child support becoming delinquent as 
defined by Section 62A-11-401 et seq., Utah Code Annotated, 
income withholding procedures may be initiated by defendant with 
the right of the defendant to elect to commence collection 
procedures through the Department of Social Services. 
6. That defendant shall be awarded alimony of $500.00 
per month for a period of five years. Payment of alimony shall 
terminate upon the defendant's remarriage, cohabitation, or the 
sale of real property she inherited, said property being situated 
in Davis County, Utah. 
7. That defendant shall be awarded the use and benefit 
of the family residence situated at 122 W. 5350 S., Washington 
Terrace, Weber County, Utah. The family residence is ordered to 
be sold and any selling, expenses, or repairs n e c e s s a r i l y and 
reasonably incurred in order to sell said home, shall be divided 
equally between the parties. Each party shall receive one-half 
of the net proceeds derived from sale of the property. 
8. That defendant shall assume and pay the first 
m o r t g a g e payment to Prudential Federal Savings in the sum of 
$342.00 per month until said residence is sold. The parties 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
shall divide equally the second mortgage payment of $183.00 to 
Mountainwest Savings until the residence is sold. 
9. That plaintiff shall be awarded the following 
described property: (a) 1976 Ford Pickup Truck, (b) civil service 
retirement b e n e f i t s , subject to defendant's Woodward interest 
therein; (c) his individual checking and savings account, (d) his 
personal property and personal effects within his possession. 
10. That defendant shall be awarded the f o l l o w i n g 
described property: (a) 1985 Buick motor vehicle, subject to the 
indebtedness thereon at Barnes Bank which she shall assume and 
pay saving the plaintiff harmless thereon, (b) her real property 
inherited from her father situated in Davis County, Utah, (c) her 
i n d i v i d u a l checking and savings a c c o u n t , (d) the household 
furniture, furnishings, personal property, and personal e f f e c t s 
within her possession. 
11. That defendant shall be awarded an interest in 
p l a i n t i f f ' s civil service retirement pursuant to the Woodward 
formula based upon 20 years of marriage while plaintiff was a 
civil service employee. Defendant's interest shall be construed 
to be a property right which is i r r e t r i e v a b l y granted to her 
which she may convey by means of Will or other testamentary 
disposition. That defendant's interest in plaintiff's retirement 
is based upon the following formula: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
20 yrs. married while plaintiff 
1 was a civil service employee 
2 X number of years credited X Monthly Retirement Pay 
to plaintiff toward civil 
service retirement 
1 2 . That p l a i n t i f f shall assume and d i s c h a r g e the 
following debts and hold defendant harmless thereon: ZCMI, R.C. 
Willeys and signature loan at Barnes Bank. 
13. That each party shall assume and d i s c h a r g e any 
d e b t s they may have incurred after s e p a r a t i o n on or about 
January, 1989, and hold the other party harmless thereon. 
14. That p l a i n t i f f shall m a i n t a i n the health and 
medical plan for benefit of the parties 1 minor children as long 
as the same is available through plaintiff's place of employment-. 
That each party shall be required to assume and pay 50% of all 
uninsured medical and dental expenses incurred on behalf of the 
parties 1 minor children. 
15. That plaintiff shall maintain the life insurance 
policy presently in force and effect until the children reach the 
age of majority at w h i c h time p l a i n t i f f may elect whether to 
c o n t i n u e to m a i n t a i n s u c h i n s u r a n c e . P l a i n t i f f m a y add 
a d d i t i o n a l beneficiaries to the life insurance plan so long he 
maintains the present insured amount for benefit of the parties' 
minor children. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
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16. That defendant shall be awarded a judgment in the 
sum of $500.00 for defendant's attorney's fees. 
DATED this ^ day of WDTemEfer, 1989. 
"RONAl 
DistrTd ,our 
Kecorofrd 
ROBERT I. NEELEY #2373 
OF CAMPBELL 4 NEELEY 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
2485 Grant Ave., Suite 200 
Ogden, Utah 84401 
Telephone: 621-3646 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF WEBER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
DON RICHARD MINNOCH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
SHERYL M. MINNOCH, 
Defendant. 
DECREE OF DIVORCE 
DEC 6 1989 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
That Trial in the above-entitled matter was held on the 
26th day of October, 1989, before the Honorable Ronald 0. Hyde, 
District Court Judge, presiding. Plaintiff, Don Richard Minnoch, 
was personally present and represented by his attorney of record, 
R o b e r t L. N e e l e y , and d e f e n d a n t , Sheryl M. M i n n o c h , was 
personally present and represented by her attorney of record, 
F i n d l e y P. G r i d l e y . T h a t no o b j e c t i o n s to the Pre-Trial 
Recommendations having been filed, but the Court electing to hear 
defendant's o b j e c t i o n s ; that the parties were duly sworn and 
testified; and the Court having received Exhibit of the plaintiff 
concerning his income and monthly expenses; and the matter being 
submitted to the Court; and the Court being fully advised in the 
p r e m i s e s , and having made and signed its Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law, NOW THEREFORE, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED: 
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1. That each party is hereby awarded a Decree of 
Divorce from each other on the grounds of irreconciliable 
differences to become final upon entry. 
2. That defendant is hereby awarded the care, custody 
of the parties 1 two minor children, Jamie Ryan Minnoch, date of 
birth May 17, 1973; and Erika Minnoch, date of birth December 7, 
1975, subject to plaintiff's reasonable and standard rights of 
visitation as recognized by the above-entitled Court. 
3. Standard visitation to include visitation every 
other weekend from 6:00 p.m. on Friday to 6:00 p.m.; on Sunday, 
from 1:00 p.m. Christmas Day and for three consecutive days 
thereafter ending December 28, at 6:00 p.m.; alternate holidays 
from 6:00 p.m. the day before the holiday until 8:00 p.m. on the 
ho l i d a y ; plaintiff to have visitation on Father's Day with the 
understanding that defendant shall have the children on Mother's 
Day from 6:00 p.m. the day before the holiday until 6:00 p.m. of 
that h o l i d a y . If a h o l i d a y f a l l s on a w e e k e n d on w h i c h 
visitation would normally be with the other parent, then weekends 
shall be reversed. Thanksgiving holidays shall include Wednesday 
at 6:00 p.m. through Sunday at 6:00 p.m. Summer visitation shall 
include four weeks visitation in the summer; said visitation 
shall be divided into two 2 week segments. These segments shall 
be set by the parties by May 1 of each year and if the parties 
DECREE OF DIVORCE 
MINNOCH YS. MINNOCH 
C i v i l No. 890901366CV 
Recorded Bool* * .V . 
Page . . .183.G. 
Indexed 
are unable to establish said segments, the Court will establish 
the same. 
4. That plaintiff is hereby ordered to pay to 
defendant the sum of $313.50 per month per child for a total 
child support obligation of $627.00 per month as and for support 
and m a i n t e n a n c e of the p a r t i e s 1 minor c h i l d r e n u n t i l said 
c h i l d r e n reach age 18 years or graduates from high s c h o o l , 
whichever occurs later. 
5. Upon the child support becoming delinquent as 
defined by Section 6 2 A - 1 1 - 4 0 1 et seq., Utah Code A n n o t a t e d , 
income withholding procedures may be initiated by defendant with 
the right of the def e n d a n t to elect to commence collection 
procedures through the Department of Social Services. 
6. That defendant is hereby awarded alimony of $500.00 
per month for a period of five years. Payment of alimony shall 
terminate upon the defendant's remarriage, cohabitation, or the 
sale of real property she inherited, said property being situated 
in Davis County, Utah. 
7. That d e f e n d a n t is hereby awarded the use and 
benefit of the family r e s i d e n c e situated at 122 W. 5350 S., 
Washington Terrace, Weber County, Utah. The family residence is 
ordered to be sold and any s e l l i n g , e x p e n s e s , or r e p a i r s 
necessarily and reasonably incurred in order to sell said home, 
DECREE OF DIVORCE 
MINNOCH VS. MINNOCH 
Civil No. 890901366CV 
Page . 
.....1837. 
Indexed 
shall be divided equally between the parties. Each party shall 
receive one-half of the net proceeds derived from sale of the 
property. 
8. That defendant is hereby ordered to assume and pay 
the first mortgage payment to Prudential Federal Savings in the 
sum of $342.00 per month until said residence is sold. The 
parties shall divide equally the second m o r t g a g e payment of 
$183.00 to Mountainwest Sayings until the residence is sold. 
9. That plaintiff is hereby awarded the f o l l o w i n g 
described property: (a) 1976 Ford Pickup Truck, (b) civil service 
retirement b e n e f i t s , subject to defendant's Woodward interest 
therein; (c) his individual checking and savings account, (d) his 
personal property and personal effects within his possession. 
10. That defendant is hereby awarded the f o l l o w i n g 
described property: (a) 1985 Buick motor vehicle, subject to the 
indebtedness thereon at Barnes Bank which she shall a s s u m e and 
pay saving the plaintiff harmless thereon, (b) her real property 
inherited from her father situated in Davis County, Utah, (c) her 
i n d i v i d u a l checking and savings a c c o u n t , (d) the h o u s e h o l d 
furniture, furnishings, personal property, and personal e f f e c t s 
within her possession. 
11. That defendant is hereby awarded an interest in 
plaintiff's civil service retirement pursuant to the Woodward 
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f o r m u l a based upon 20 years of marriage while plaintiff was a 
civil service employee. D e f e n d a n t s interest shall be construed 
to be a property right which is irretrievably granted to her 
which she may convey by mea n s of Will or o t h e r t e s t a m e n t a r y 
disposition. That defendant's interest in plaintiff fs retirement 
is based upon the following formula: 
20 yrs. married while plaintiff 
was a civil service employee 
X number of years credited J Monthly Retirement Pay 
to plaintiff toward civil 
service retirement 
12. That p l a i n t i f f is hereby ordered to assume and 
d i s c h a r g e the following debts and hold d e f e n d a n t h a r m l e s s 
thereon: ZCMI, R.C. Willeys and signature loan at Barnes Bank. 
13. That each party is hereby ordered to assume and 
discharge any debts they may have incurred after separation on or 
about January, 1989, and hold the other party harmless thereon. 
14. That p l a i n t i f f shall m a i n t a i n the health and 
medical plan for benefit of the parties* minor children as long 
as the same is available through plaintiff's place of employment. 
That each party shall be required to assume and pay 50% of all 
uninsured medical and dental expenses incurred on behalf of the 
parties* minor children. 
15. That plaintiff shall maintain the life insurance 
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policy presently in force and effect until the children reach the 
age of majority at which time plaintiff may elect whether to 
c o n t i n u e to m a i n t a i n s u c h i n s u r a n c e . P l a i n t i f f may add 
additional beneficiaries to the life insurance plan so long he 
maintains the present insured amount for benefit of the parties 1 
minor children. 
16. That defendant shall be awarded a judgment in the 
sum of $500.00 for defendant's attorney fees. 
DATED 
.or a e i e n a a n i s a t t o r n e y T e e s , 
th is <^> day of ttovemFef1; 1989. • 
RVNAWM). HYDE 
D i s t r i c t ^ C o u r t Ji 
ROBERT L. NEELEY #2373 
OF CAMPBELL & NEELEY 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
2485 Grant Ave., Suite 200 
Ogden, Utah 84401 
Telephone: 621-3646 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF WEBER COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
DON RICHARD MINNOCH, 
Plaintiff, 
vs . 
SHERYL M. MINNOCH, 
D e f e n d a n t . 
RECOMMENDED PRE-TRIAL ORDER 
JUL 1 7 1959 
Civil No. 890901366 and 
Civil No. 890901390 
Pre-Trial of the above-entitled matter was held on June 
26, 1989, Maurice R i c h a r d s , Domestic Relations C o m m i s s i o n e r , 
presiding. The plaintiff was personally present, together with 
his c o u n s e l , Robert L. Neeley; the defendant was personally 
present, together with her counsel, Findley P. Gridley. Proffers 
of testimony anbd evidence were made by each counsel in support 
of each party's position, the matter was argued, and submitted 
to the Commissioner for his recommendation. The C o m m i s s i o n e r , 
b e i n g f u l l y a d v i s e d in the p r e m i s e s , finds the facts and 
recommends as follows: 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
1. The plaintiff and the defendant have been married 
for twenty (20) years. 
2. Of the t h r e e c h i l d r e n born as i s s u e of the 
marriage, two are minors of the ages of 16 and 13 years. 
RECOMMENDED PRE-TRIAL ORDER 
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3. The plaintiff is employed and earns a gross monthly 
income of $3,756.00. The defendant is employed and earns a gross 
monthly income of $1,125.00. 
4. The plaintiff presently pays $35.00 per month for 
health/dental insurance premiums for the children. 
5. The family residence has appraised for $64,500.00 
and is encumbered for a first mortgage in the sum of $31,291.00 
and a second m o r t g a g e in the sum of $ 1 3 , 7 4 1 . 0 0 . The equity 
presently existing in the family residence is $19,468.00. 
6. The parties are possessed of household furniture, 
furnishings, fixtures, and equipment. 
7. The plaintiff has acquired retirement benefits over 
the life of the parties' marriage. 
8 . T h e p a r t i e s a r e p r e s e n t l y p o s s e s s e d of 
health/dental insurance and life insurance. 
9. The parties are indebted to Barnes Bank (automobile 
loan and s i g n a t u r e l o a n ) , Z C M I , and R . C . W i l l e y H o m e 
Furnishings . 
RECOMMENDATIONS 
1. The defendant should be awarded the care, custody 
and control of the parties' two minor children. 
2. The p l a i n t i f f should be awarded r e a s o n a b l e and 
standard rights of visitation with the parties' two minor 
-2-
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ch ildren. 
3. The plaintiff should pay to the defendant the sum 
of $627.00 per month as child support ($313.50 per month). 
4. The defendant should be awarded alimony of $500.00 
per month for five (5) years. Payments of alimony should 
terminate upon the defendant's remarriage, cohabitation, or the 
sale of her inherited real property. 
5. The d e f e n d a n t should be awarded the family 
residence, subject to the first and second mortgages and a non-
interest bearing lien to the favor of the plaintiff in the sum of 
$9,734.00, payable upon the first occurrence of defendant's 
r e m a r r i a g e , cohabitation, sale/trade of the residence, her 
abandonment of the residence as a primary residence, or the 
youngest child attaining majority. In the event the residence is 
sold/traded, and sales expenses are incurred, each of the parties 
should pay 50% of such expenses. 
6. The defendant should be awarded the following 
described properties: 
(a) Her automobile, subject to the debt owing, 
which she will assume and pay, saving the plaintiff harmless 
therefrom; 
(b) Her inherited real property; 
(c) A Woodward interest in the plaintiff's 
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retirement benefits based upon 20 years of marriage; 
(d) Her individual check/savings accounts, if 
any; 
(e) Her individual personal effects. 
7. The plaintiff should be awarded the following 
described properties: 
(a) His truck; 
(b) His retirement/pension benefits, subject to 
the defendant's Woodward interest therein; 
(c) His individual checking/savings accounts, if 
any; 
(d) His individual personal effects. 
8. The parties should, and they agree they can, divide 
the miscellaneous household furniture, furnishings, fixtures, and 
equipment. 
9. The plaintiff, Don Richard Minnoch, should be 
required to assume and pay the debts owing ZCMI, R.C. Willey Home 
Furnishings, and the signature loan at Barnes Bank. 
10. The health ,denta 1 insurance and life insurance 
should be continued so to insure the minor children and provide 
for them as primary beneficiaries. Each of the parties should be 
required to assume and pay 50% of all uninsured health/dental 
expenses incurred on behalf of the parties1 minor children. 
11. Upon the child support becoming delinquent as 
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C i v i l N o s . 8 9 0 9 0 1 3 6 6 & 8 9 0 9 0 1 3 9 0 
d e f i n e d by S e c t i o n 6 2 A - 1 1 - 4 0 1 , e t s e q M Utah Code Annotated 
( 1 9 5 3 , as amended) , Income W i t h h o l d i n g P r o c e d u r e s may be 
i n i t i a t e d by defendant wi th the r i g h t of the defendant to e l e c t 
to commence c o l l e c t i o n p r o c e d u r e s through the Depar tment of 
Social Services or through the r e t a i n i n g of serv ice of a p r i v a t e 
a t t o r n e y . 
1 2 . The p l a i n t i f f should c o n t r i b u t e $300.00 toward 
payment of the de fendant 's a t t o r n e y ' s f e e s ; however, should the 
m a t t e r be t r i e d in the D i s t r i c t C o u r t , the p l a i n t i f f should 
c o n t r i b u t e $500.00 toward payment of the de fendant 's a t t o r n e y ' s 
fees . 
RECOMMENDED t h i s /i/ day of J u l y , 1989. 
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